BMJ Open publishes all reviews undertaken for accepted manuscripts. Reviewers are asked to complete a checklist review form (http://bmjopen.bmj.com/site/about/resources/checklist.pdf) and are provided with free text boxes to elaborate on their assessment. These free text comments are reproduced below. This paper was submitted to a another journal from BMJ but declined for publication following peer review. The authors addressed the reviewers' comments and submitted the revised paper to BMJ Open. The paper was subsequently accepted for publication at BMJ Open.
• The abstract should provide at least a line on the findings on the interventions and their effects. For example on page 15 the authors write that "this review suggests that psychoeducational and psychosocial interventions did not reduce violence/risk in this group of patients though there is some tentative support for the view that the interventions may improve mental health symptoms". I believe this is a preliminary conclusion based on the current (very preliminary) evidence and can be of interest for the reader. Then the authors can say that the evidence is not enough to draw definite conclusions.
• Page 5: What do you mean by "Psychosocial or psychosocial interventions"? Is the first "psychosocial" a typo for "psychological"? It appears to be so, but it is important to rectify as it is in a key point of the methods section • Page 5: Please give a reason why you have limited the inclusion to the ten stated outcomes.
• The discussion seems to focus predominantly on implications for future research. Is there any clinical implication for the evidence found? And how the classification of the tested interventions and of their effects can inspire or inform the development of further, more effective (and better tested) interventions? The authors should justify the focus of the review was to examine only psychological or psychosocial interventions. They found psychoeducational interventions.
REVIEWER
We have now clarified our definition of the terms psychological and psychosocial interventions on pg 4. Psychoeducational strategies are included within our definition.
The searched should be update until June 2018.
Thanks for pointing this out. The search has now been updated to 31 May 2018 and, as noted above, this added a further 2620 hits with two further papers added to the review.
The authors should provide the degree of agreement between the reviewers.
We have included a sentence on page 5. "There was an average of 1-2 domain ratings per study where there was an initial disagreement. In all cases, the reviewers discussed and agreed the ratings without involving a third party reviewer".
In Figure 1 , the authors should provide the "records reviewed by title and abstract".
Thanks for raising this point. Unfortunately, we have not kept records of the number that were reviewed by title and abstract. While we cannot be more precise, out of over 31,000 hits, approximately half the results were reviewed by the abstract in addition to the title.
Reviewer: 2 Reviewer Name: Dr. Domenico Giacco
The abstract should provide at least a line on the findings on the interventions and their effects. For example on page 15 the authors write that "this review suggests that psychoeducational and psychosocial interventions did not reduce violence/risk in this group of patients though there is some tentative support for the view that the interventions may improve mental health symptoms". I believe this is a preliminary conclusion based on the current (very preliminary) evidence and can be of interest for the reader. Then the authors can say that the evidence is not enough to draw definite conclusions.
We have added "This review suggests psychoeducational and psychosocial interventions did not reduce violence/risk but there is tentative support they may improve symptoms", to the abstract.
Page 5: What do you mean by "Psychosocial or psychosocial interventions"? Is the first "psychosocial" a typo for "psychological"? It appears to be so, but it is important to rectify as it is in a key point of the methods section Thanks for pointing this out: it is indeed "psychological" and it has now been corrected Page 5: Please give a reason why you have limited the inclusion to the ten stated outcomes.
We have added in the methods section on pg 4: "The outcomes were based on the rated importance of outcome domains for forensic mental health research and the suitability of assessing these outcomes in forensic inpatient settings".
The discussion seems to focus predominantly on implications for future research. Is there any clinical implication for the evidence found? And how the classification of the tested interventions and of their effects can inspire or inform the development of further, more effective (and better tested) interventions?
We have noted on pg16 " Table Three 
GENERAL COMMENTS
The reviewer completed the checklist but made no further comments.
